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694 19 Virginia law register. [ Jan., 

the Grossman Seed & Supply Company, Incorporated. Judgment 
for defendant, and plaintiff brings error. Affirmed. 



MARTIN v. HALL 
Sept. 11, 1913. 
[79 S. E. 320.] 

1. Evidence (§ 419*) — Parol Evidence — Deeds — Consideration. — 

While the recital in a deed of the amount of consideration and its pay- 
ment is prima facie evidence thereof, it may be shown by parol evidence 
that the actual consideration paid or promised was different from that 
stated, or that it has not been paid, if such evidence does not alter 
or contradict the legal import of the deed. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Evidence, Cent. Dig. §§ 1912-1928; 
Dec. Dig. § 419.* 10 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 701; 14 Va.-W. Va. Enc. 
Dig. 804; 15 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 768.] 

2. Evidence (§ 419*)— Parol Evidence — Deeds — Consideration. — 
Where a deed recited a money consideration of $600, the receipt of 
which was acknowledged by the grantor, it could be shown by parol 
evidence that while, as a matter of form, $600 passed from the grantee 
to the grantor, it was immediately returned, and that the real con- 
sideration was the support and maintenance of the grantor during 
his life; this not altering or in any way affecting the legal import of 
the deed. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Evidence, Cent. Dig. §§ 1912-1928; 
Dec. Dig. § 419.* 10 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 701; 14 Va.-W. Va. Enc. 
Dig. 804; 15 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 768.] 

3. Deeds (§ 19*) — Failure — Consideration— Relief. — Where the con- 
sideration for a conveyance of land was the support and maintenance 
of the grantor for life, and the grantee not only failed to support and 
maintain the grantor, but denied that she was under any legal obliga- 
tion to do so, the consideration failed, and the grantor was entitled to 
have the conveyance rescinded by a court of equity, there being no 
adequate remedy at law. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Deeds, Cent. Dig. § 38; Dec. Dig. 
§ 19.* 4 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 393; 15 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 265.] 

Appeal from Circuit Court, Bedford County. 

Suit by Matthew V. Hall against Martha Bell Martin. From 
a decree for plaintiff, defendant appeals. Affirmed. 

S. S. Lambeth, Jr., and London Lowry, both of Bedford City, 
for appellant. 

Sale & Withers, of Bedford City, and S. V. Kemp, of Lynch- 
burg, for appellee. 

*For other cases see same topic and section NUMBER in Dec. 
Dig. & Am. Dig. Key No. Series & Rep'r Indexes. 



